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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to the rejection of Claims 51-88 under 35 U.S.C. 
112, 1 st paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. The rejection of Claims 51-88 has been withdrawn. 
Accordingly, this action is Non-Final and is meant to replace the Non-Final mailed March 14, 
2006. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 51-86 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Antecedent Basis (independent Claim 51) 

The claim language requires therein, "an image pick-up device which picks up an image" 
and another "an image pick-up device which transmits an image file" (lines 8 and 13, 
respectively). However, line 16, requires "the image pick-up device" without specifying which 
one of the two previously introduced image pick-up devices it is in reference to. For at least this 
reason, Claim 51 lacks antecedent basis. 
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The claim language requires therein, "displaying the information of the directories 
presented from the image pick-up device" (lines 17 and 18). However, no "image pick-up 
device" for presenting has previously been introduced. For at least this reason, Claim 51 lacks 
antecedent basis. 

The claim language requires therein, "the function file name" (lines 8-10). However, 
the plural "function file names" has been previously introduced. It unclear which of the 
"function file names" "the function file name" refers to. For at least this reason, Claim 51 lacks 
antecedent basis. 

Clarity and Precision (independent Claim 51) 

The claim language recites the following limitation: "wherein: the information processing 
device comprises: an image pick-up device which transmits an image file obtained by picking up 
the image to the image information receiver through the communicating device; a first 
communicating device capable of transmitting and receiving the information to and from the 
image pick-up device; a display for displaying the information of the directories presented from 
the image pick-up device; and a selecting device which selects and designates a desired function 
file name showing a desired function on the basis of the displayed information of the 
directories." 

The Examiner submits this limitation lacks clarity arid precision. Initially, the Examiner 
notes that "the information processing device" referred to in this limitation references the 
"information processing device" introduced as part of the "image pick-up information 
transmitting system" on line 4 of the claim. However, Applicant identifies "the information 
processing device" as being contained within the "electronic camera main body" (elements 44 
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and 10, respectively, in figure 3; also see column 13, lines 13 and 14). Furthermore, Applicant 
identifies the "image pick-up device" as also being contained within the "electronic camera main 
body" (elements 42 and 10, respectively, in figure 3; also see column 13, lines 4 and 5). Finally, 
Applicant identifies the "transmitting and receiving device" as the "wireless communication 
device" and as also being contained in the "electronic camera main body" (elements 60 and 10, 
respectively, in figure 3; also see column 14, lines 17 - 19). 

Therefore, based upon Applicant's disclosure, the claim language lacks clarity and 
precision to the extent that the scope (metes and bounds) of the claim language cannot be 
determined. Essentially, second introductions of claim elements as part of a previously 
introduced device, wherein the secondly introduced claim elements originally belong to another 
device in the overall system renders the claim "vague and indefinite." 
Examiner's Claim Interpretation (independent Claim 51) 

For the purposes of examination, the will be interpreted consistent with Applicant's 
disclosure and as follows: 

"An image pick-up information transmitting system, comprising: 
an electronic camera comprising: 

a first communicating device capable of transmitting and receiving 
information of directories to and from an image information receiver; 

an information processing device which instructs the information of 
directories in which the file names of functions indicating at least a function for 
picking up an image are registered to be transmitted to the image information 
receiver through the first communicating device; and 
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an image pick-up device which picks up an image allocated to at least one 
function file name of the function file names when the image information receiver 
requests to transmit a file corresponding to the at least one function file name of 
the function file names, wherein: 
the image information receiver comprises: 

a second communicating device capable of receiving the information of 
directories from the first communicating device; 

a display for displaying the information of the directories received by the 
second communicating device; and 

a selecting device which selects and designates the one function file name 
of the function file name corresponding to a desired function on the basis of the 
displayed information of the directories." 
Dependent Claims (Claims 52 - 86) 

The dependent Claims 52 - 86, by virtue of their dependency, also lack antecedent basis, 
clarity and precision. Additionally, the Examiner's interpretation of Claim 51 also presents 
antecedent basis, clarity and precision issues. Due to the volume and complexity of the 
dependency of Claims 52 - 86, the Examiner will not individually point out each infraction. 
However, Applicant is expected to thoroughly review the dependent claims and eliminate these 
errors. For the purposes of examination, the Examiner will interpret Claims 52 - 86 as being 
fully encompassed by Claim 88. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 51 - 88 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Tomat et 
al. (US 6,784,925 Bl) in view of Kaibara (US 6,954,280 Bl). 

In view of the Examiner's interpretation above, Claims 51 and 87 appear to be 
corresponding apparatus and method claims. Accordingly, they will be rejected together. 
Furthermore, in view of the Examiner's interpretation above, the dependent method Claim 88 
appears to fully encompass the dependent apparatus Claims 52 - 86. Accordingly, they will also 
be rejected together. 

6. For Claims 51 and 87, Tomat et al. disclose, as shown in figures 1 - 3 and 22, an image 
pick-up information transmitting system (see figure 1), comprising: 

an electronic camera (14 - see figure 1) comprising: 

a first communicating device (I/O 37 - see figure 3) capable of transmitting and 
receiving information of directories (System Object Tree 206/208 in figure 22) to and 
from an image information receiver (1 - see figure 1; also see column 5, line 37 - column 
6, line 34 and column 14, line 30 - column 15, line 53); 

an information processing device (35 - see figure 3) which instructs the 
information of directories (System Object Tree 206/208 in figure 22) in which the file 
names of images are registered to be transmitted to the image information receiver (1) 
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through the first communicating device (37; also see column 5 5 line 37 - column 6, line 
34 and column 14, line 30 - column 15, line 53); and 

an image pick-up device (31 - see figure 3) which picks up an image, wherein: 
the image information receiver (1 - see figure 2) comprises: 

a second communicating device (18 - see figure 2) capable of receiving the 
information of directories (System Object Tree 206/208 in figure 22) from the first 
communicating device (37); 

a display (2 - see figure 1) for displaying the information of the directories 
(System Object Tree 206/208 in figure 22) received by the second communicating device 
(18); and 

a selecting device (5 - see figure 1) which selects and designates an image on the 
basis of the displayed information of the directories (System Object Tree 206/208 in 
figure 22; also see column 5, line 37 - column 6, line 34 and column 14, line 30 - column 
15, line 53). 

Tomat et al. disclose, as stated in column 16 (line 62) - column 17 (line 5), "double 
clicking on a displayed thumbnail image file launches an OLE image container application and 
opens an associated full-resolution image file within the application . . . alternatively, double 
clicking of a displayed thumbnail image file launches a JPEG default application specified by the 
system registry and opens an associated full-resolution file therein." However, Tomat et al. do 
not specifically disclose wherein "file names of functions indicating at least a function for 
picking up an image are registered" in the directories and are also to be transmitted or picking-up 
"an image allocated to at least one function file name of the function file names when the image 
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information receiver requests to transmit a file corresponding to the at least one function file 
name of the function file names," or "selects and designates the one function file name of the 
function file name corresponding to a desired function." 

On the other hand, Kaibara disclose also disclose an image pick-up information 
transmitting system including an electronic camera and image information receiver. 
Specifically, Kaibara disclose, as shown in figures 4 and 1 1 and as stated in column 8 (line 37) - 
column 9 (line 10), information of directories transmitted from the camera (100 - see figure 3) to 
the image information receiver (308 - see figure 3), wherein the information of directories 
includes "file names of functions indicating at least a function for picking up an image" (see 
"setup.exe", "transfer.img", "selimage.mrk", etc.), picking-up "an image allocated to at least one 
function file name of the function file names when the image information receiver requests to 
transmit a file corresponding to the at least one function file name of the function file names," 
("transfer.img"), and "selects and designates the one function file name of the function file name 
corresponding to a desired function." 

The Examiner considers the "transfer.img" function file, which Kaibara states 
"[represents] a program for selecting and transmitting an image is also stored in this directory" 
(see column 8, lines 60 - 62), to be the "function file" for picking-up an image, since it inherent 
to transferring the image that the image must have been previously picked-up. Accordingly, 
Kaibara provides the claim limitations missing from Tomat et al. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary 
skill in the art to have included the registering, transmitting, and selecting of "function file 
names" allocated to picking-up an image (as taught by Kaibara), in the image pick-up 
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transmitting system (disclosed by Tomat et al.) for the advantage of realizing easy confirmation 
of a transmitted image and to efficiently perform desired image processing (see column 1 , lines 
32-41). 

7. As for Claims 52 - 86 and 88, Kaibara additionally teaches, in column 14 (lines 31 - 
49), a response ("Receive.mrk") transmitted by the electronic device is a file with a description 
indicating the result of the operation (Kaibara states, "automatically generates a mark file ... for 
reception confirmation"). 

Cited Prior Art 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure for the reason that each discloses "function file names" stored in a camera directory 
(Endsley et al. - see figure 6; Ito et al. - see figure 4 A). 

Conclusion 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Justin P Misleh whose telephone number is 571 .272.73 13. The 
Examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Vivek Srivastava can be reached on 571 .272.7304. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571.273.3000. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
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may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JPM 

September 5, 2006 




VIVEK SRIVASTAVA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



